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RESPONSE TO ELECTION OF SPECIES REQUIREMENT 

SIR: 

Applicants hereby request a one-month extension of the original shortened statutory 
response period set in the Office Action of July 25, 2008. A check in the amount of $120.00 in 
payment of the government fee for a one-month extension of time is enclosed herewith. 

Applicants hereby elect Specie I as shown in Figures 1 and 4. This election is made with 
traverse. 

Claims 1-18 are readable on the elected Specie I. 89/16/3888 SDEHB0B3 88888824 18572655 

81 FC:1251 128.88 OP 
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TRAVERSE 

Applicants submit that since this is a National Stage application based on an International 
Application and was filed under 35 U.S.C. §371, unity of invention (not restriction) practice is 
applicable in this case. See MPEP § 1893.03(d). Applicants accordingly traverse the improper 
election requirement set forth in the Office Action. 

Applicants believe that claims 1-41 currently pending in the instant application meet the 
requirements for unity of invention under 37 CFR §1.475. The ISA, which applies the PCT 
Rules, has already considered the claimed subject matter which it treated as having unity of 
invention, as indicated in the International Search Report. 

Also, there is no provision in the PCT for making species selections based on drawings. 
Instead, the relevant provisions of the PCT refer only to claimed subject matter. 

In view of the foregoing, applicants respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw the restriction requirement set forth in the Office Action of July 25, 2008, and examine all 
of the pending claims together in the present application. 

Any additional fees or charges required at this time in connection with the application may 
be charged to our Patent and Trademark Office Deposit Account No. 03-2412. 


Respectfully submitted, 

COHEN PONTANI LIEBERMAN & PAVANE LLP 



551 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1210 
New York, New York 10176 
(212) 687-2770 


Dated: September 10, 2008 


